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State of Utah
Natural Resources, Water Rlghts
c/o Robert W. Leake
152 E. 100 North
Vernal Utah, $4olB-Zt t0

Dear $ir:
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Aug. L2, t99l
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"Delivery Scheduled by So
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I appreciated the opportunlty tdEit with you about water
rights Last Thureday. You rnent;Lerned you wanted a copy of theI'Delivery Scheduled by Sogr<fl put together by Donald C. Norseth
April 't, 1966. Please find thie inclosed,

I have also encl{sed a copy of ? sorts of the material
srrpplies by your officd concerning West, Middte, and Eaet Beaver
Creelrs. would you please Jook them over and eee if the information
is correct. I will try to explatn thern by groupe.

croup #1 , f iIe T_S_Per#.wlr1

This file has all informatlon listed and sorted hy W.R.# for all
three creeks. l,isted at the bottom is the USA BLM etoclt watering
allocations. You will note that a rf*rr is placed adJacent to each
permit n.rr that ls duplicated. As you indicated the permit numbere
can yrl',' be accounted for once.

(,r c rt;' il2 f ile T_S1_PER.WKl

't 1,.:. frre llsts only perrnit numbers not duplicated (excludlng UsA
i.i.tlr dritl Lhe accompanying flows, AE you can see tbe allocation out
t,f East Eeaver (EB) comes to 8.833 cfs with accompanylng prlority
dates of l90o to 1920, One questlon I have ie the acreage thie
covers. You will note in Lhe column under rrAcRESrr their is four
permit listinq 58,3 acres each. For EB would the total acres be
213.3I or 397.02? I also noted that several permite refere to
L36,09 acres. How do we account for the adres and permits when it
Beems that both are duplicated?

Also permit # ffZg from West Beaver lists 860 acres with a
supplenrental supply numbers, This hae a L967 priority for I cfs.
If the supplemental perrnits are already being fllled on above
altocations, should this also be an allocation?

During our conversation I indicated to you the thought was if
we reqrresced regulation of Weet Beaver, other users would attetnpt
to divert water out of Middle Beaver to ftll older rights in West
Beaver. You indicated, and I agree, thl-s is not lawful unleee the
permit ls specifical-ly dedicated from Middle Eeaver for grounds
between or helow West Beaver, this should not ocdur.

Please review the epd}osed information and
their is any changes conCerning the water rights.

let ne know if


